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Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1-18.24.30 and 33-38 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-18, 24-30, 33, 34 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement 
in the reply filed on 9/12/2005. 

2. Applicant's election with traverse of the election requirement in the reply filed on 
9/12/2005 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that there is no undue 
burden imposed on the Examiner. This is not found persuasive because: the inventions 
are patentably distinct (admitted by applicant on response to restriction requirement 
filed on 9/12/2005) and the inventions are not obvious variants. Accordingly, the best 
prior art(s) located by the examiner for one invention would requires further search for 
other best prior arts for other inventions. Therefore, there is undue burden imposed on 
the Examiner if the restriction is not made. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

3. A complete reply to the final rejection must include cancellation of nonelected 
claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1 .144) See MPEP § 821 .01 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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5. Claims 35, 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Tsuboi et al (US 5,119,182). 

Regarding claim 35: Tsuboi teaches a printer (fig. 1), comprising: an image 
processor (column 1 1 , lines 20-30) configured to apply a series of image processing 
settings to a first image (C1 , Y1 , M1 , column 1 1 , lines 50-65) to produce a series of 
second images (e.g., C2, M2, Y2, column 11, lines 50-65) that include images with a 
progressively higher image processing setting than the first image and images with a 
progressively lower image processing setting than the first image (column 1 1 , lines 50- 
65); a print section (column 12, lines 15-20) configured to, print the first image on a 
printing medium (paper, column 12,lines 39-40), print each second image having 
progressively higher image processing settings in a first direction (e.g., C2 M2 Y2 is in 
the lower direction of C1M1Y1, fig. 6) relative to the printed first image, and print each 
second image having progressively lower image processing settings in a second 
direction relative to the printed first image (C0M0Y0 are at a higher direction of 
C1M1Y1, fig. 6); and an input section (column 12, lines 23-25, fig. 4) configured to 
retrieve a user selection of one of the second images (S61 , fig. 11a), wherein: the 
image processor is further configured to apply a next series of image processing 
settings to the selected second image to produce a third set of images (S93 fig. 11b, 
S52, fig. 11a); and the print section is further configured to print the selected second 
image and the third set of images (S53, fig. 1 1a). 



Application/Control Number: 09/517,149 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2624 

Regarding claim 38: Tsuboi teaches wherein the image processor and print 
section are configured to repeatedly prepare and print images until a desired image is 
produced (fig. 11a, 11b, column 2, lines 35-41). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, rf the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 36, 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsuboi as applied to claim 35 above, and further in view of Yang et al (US 5,606,395). 

Regarding claim 36: Tsuboi teaches the desired print quality depends on image 
processing settings of color used. 

Tsuboi does not teach wherein the image processing settings comprise at least 
one of R, G, B, tint, brightness, and sharpness. 

Yang, in the same area of image processing settings of obtaining desirable print 
quality (column 11, lines 1-15), teaches print quality changes related to change of color 
used (taught by Tsuboi also) is also directly related to the change of RGB and tint 
(column 1 1 , lines 30-37) and tint could be adjusted by changing either RGB or CMY). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Tsuboi to include: wherein the image 
processing settings comprise at least one of R, G f B t tint, brightness, and sharpness. 
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It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Tsuboi by the teaching of Yang because: it 
would have allowed Tsuboi's invention to be applied in printing systems that use RGB 
and tint as image processing settings instead of CMY to increase sale and users; and it 
would have provide users with different options of obtaining desirable prints. 

Regarding claim 37: Tsuboi teaches the desired print quality depends on image 
processing settings of color used and Tsuboi teaches the second images are printed so 
as to surround the first image (fig. 6). 

Tsuboi does not teach wherein the image processing settings comprise a tint 
comprising R, G, and B settings. 

Yang, in the same area of image processing settings of obtaining desirable print 
quality (column 11, lines 1-15), teaches print quality changes related to change of color 
used (taught by Tsuboi also) is also directly related to the change of RGB and tint 
(column 1 1 , lines 30-37) and tint could be adjusted by changing either RGB or CMY). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Tsuboi to include the image processing 
settings comprise a tint comprising R, G, and B settings. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Tsuboi by the teaching of Yang because: it 
would have allowed Tsuboi's invention to be applied in printing systems that use RGB 
and tint as image processing settings instead of CMY to increase sale and users; and it 
would have provide users with different options of obtaining desirable prints. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims35-38 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Please see detailed office action. 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to King Y. Poon whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7440. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00-4:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



